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THE BIG RED SWITCH 


Communists have been trying very hard during recent months to persuade us that the 
Communist Party, U.S.A., has changed. 


This is one of the biggest frauds attempted on the American public in recent years. Yet 
local Reds are pursuing it and likely will put much emphasis on trying to get this point over 
during their national convention February 9 - 12 in New York City. 


The campaign already is well under way. During the past few months U. S. Reds have 
proclaimed they will follow a "peaceful, constitutional path to socialism" rather than insist on 
victory through force and violence. They have criticized the Soviet Union for its activities in 
Hungary. They have announced the closing of a major school -- the Jefferson School of Social 
Science -- and the end of at least one front publication - "The March of Labor". 


Now John Gates, Editor of the "Daily Worker", has proposed that the Party alter its 
name to "dramatize to the American people that our Party is making profound and genuine 
changes". This proposal has been gaining support from the New York Committee of the Party. 


It's All Humbug 


If the Communist objective is to persuade us that the Party is making any basic or 
permanent change, the attempt can be written off as pure humbug. In simple terms: the Part 
is in trouble. Party membership has dropped from a high of 80,000 in 1945 to about 22,000 hard 


core members today. Enrollment in the Jefferson School of Social Science has dropped from 
14,000 in 1946-47 to 400 in November 1956. 


Beyond that, the Party and Party members have been under consistent attack by Congress, 


by the Administration and by anti-Communists in labor, women's fraternal, youth and other 
American organizations. 


According to Party Chairman William Z. Foster, writing in the November "Political 
Affairs", the Party owes its present troubles to a series of blunders. He adds: "The most serious 
shortcoming of the Party, however, was its marked weakness in carrying to the masses its generally 
correct main line of policy". This, he said, was largely due to "imperialist propaganda", the 
"semi-outlawing of the Communists in trade unions and other mass organizations", and to the 
"strong anti-Communist, anti-Soviet moods among the masses" . 
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Party Blunders Admitted 


Party Blunders which added to Party troubles, he said, included: 1) "support given to the Pro- 
gressive Party in 1948"; 2) “failure of the Party, in the court trial of the eleven National Board 
members in 1949-50, to put forward the possibility for a parliamentary advance to socialism in 
the United States"; and, 3) "the approach to security measures to protect the Party". 


Now, Foster said, some comrades "look back nostalgically to the late 1930's when the 
Party was making substantial progress, overlooking the vastly more favorable situation then 
existing, when the Party was going along in harmony with the general mood of the working class 
and under a not hostile government" . 


All this gives us an interesting insight into present-day Communist thinking. But it 
does not lead up to any changes in Party objectives. Changes in tactics, yes; but not changes 
in the Party aim to gain control of the U. S. Government and transform it into a Soviet-style 
dictatorship of the proletariat. 


On the contrary, Party leaders are planning changes designed to revive Party membership 
and to infiltrate Communists into the mainstream of labor, women's, youth, political and other 
mass organization work as they did during the 1930's. All this is designed to make the Communis! 
Party into a "mass party of Marxism-Leninism" . 


According to Party Chairman Foster, this means "all-out stress upon mass work" and 
developing “opportunities for broad united front work to establish the people's anti-monopoly 
coalition". This coalition is projected by the Reds as an alliance of farmers, workers, small 
businessmen, intellectuals and others who — they believe — are opposed to private property, 
free representative government, and an economy geared to satisfy Pai weed of the vast majority 
of people. 


Proletarian Internationalism 


Foster, whose views follow the current Moscow line, even urged the U. S. Reds to 
re-emphasize "proletarian internationalism". In essence this means open defense of all 
Soviet policies — an idea which has been played down in the U. S. since the Soviet atrocities 
in Hungary. 


Foster's and Moscow's views are being challenged today by “rightists" inside the Party. 
These Reds, including John Gates, feel that the Party must make radical changes, including 
changes from the current Moscow Party line, if it is to convince the American public that it is 
a legitimate political party and has a right to exist. 


Splits have taken place in the U. S. Communist Party before. And each time, those who 
opposed the Moscow line have been read out of the Party. The Moscow view on current U. S. 
Party affairs is no secret. The January "Party Life", monthly journal of the Soviet Communist 
Central Committee roundly condemned proposals of "rightist" U. S. Reds: 1) to revise Marxism- 
Leninism; 2) to denounce the dictatorship of the proletariat; and, 3) to liquidate the Party and 
turn it into a propaganda society. 


But whatever the outcome of the U. S. Party convention next month, anti-Communists are 
determined not to be deceived. 


What we are faced with today is a small group of dedicated Communists — backed up by 
an intemational apparatus which now rules nearly half the world. These Reds are far from beaten. 
Their proposals of infiltration, of united front work with Socialists, and even of Party name 
changing are changes in tactics, not in objectives. The changes are designed to make Reds more 
dangerous, rather than less dangerous enemies in labor, women's fraternal, youth, political and 
other American mass organizations during 1957. 
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HEROES WHO DEFY THE REDS 


When Hungarian refugees land in the United States, their fight for freedom does not end. 
It shifts from one phase to another. 


Communists do not give up their subjects easily. When they escape, the Reds immediately 
launch a campaign to woo them back, to blackmail them for protection of relatives still under Red 
control, or, at least, to silence their criticisms of Red tyranny. 


Such a campaign has now been launched against the Hungarian refugees. Red propagan- 
dists are saying that: 1) Hungarians are unhappy and exploited in the West. They naturally 
want to come home. 2) "dark forces", supported by the United States, are fanning political 
passions of refugees against their own countries abet preventing their “voluntary repatriation" . 
and; 3) in many cases the U. S. is trying to enlist refugees as spies to turn loose inside Hungary. 
This last idea is to justify liquidating "dangerous" any of the refugees who voluntarily return to 
Red rule. 


Seek Aid From the U. N. 


Pal Racz, Red Hungarian delegate to the Social, Humanitarian and Cultural Committee of 
the United Nations, openly announced Red plans to woo back the refugees. He told the Com- 
mittee on November 29 that the "Hungarian Government" already had appealed to refugees to 
return home. According to the Soviet news agency, "TASS", Racz also announced that "his gov- 
ernment intended to send missions to all places where there are Hungarian refugees to carry on 
explanatory work among them" (emphasis added). That would mean Red "missions" will be sent 
to carry out "explanatory work" among refugees in communities in the United States. The Reds, 


of course, have unlimited gall. They have even asked the United Nations, largely supported 
by U. S. taxpayers, to help them do this "explanatory work". 


G. P. Arkadyev, the Soviet delegate, told the same meeting: "To return home is man's 
natural wish. But there are still quite a few opponents of this lawful wish." These opponents, 
he said, "seek to fan political passions and are interested in instigating the Soviet, Polish, 
Czechoslovak, Rumainian, Hungarian and other citizens against their own countries". 


Arkadyev then urged the UN to ban "hostile propaganda" among refugees and to assist 
the Reds in convincing refugees that they ought to return to their homelands. In a word, 
Arkadyev asked that the UN ban anti-Communist propaganda and, instead, assist in spreading pro- 
Communist propaganda. The UN Committee so far has not gone along with this idea, despite 
Soviet prodding. 


Red Appeals 


Since November, however, all kinds of Communist propaganda outlets have been voicing 
appeals or warnings to Hungarian refugees. The Soviet newspaper, "Izvestia", stated on Decem- 
ber 2: "Indeed, hard and joyless is the life of the Hungarians who left their country for various 
reasons...The heaven so much praised by bourgeois propaganda turns out to be in fact a con- 
centration camp surrounded by barbed wire." 


Radio Moscow on December 2 began the campaign to discredit most of the refugees by 
calling them "anti-Socialist" and "reactionaries" who were associated with "subversive agents". 
"Izvestia" and other Soviet publications have charged that refugees are being used as cheap 
labor, that some refugees are being trained to spy for the U. S. inside Hungary, and that many 


refugees were misled by propaganda and now can think of nothing except of how to retum to 
their homeland. 








"Explanatory Work" 


It is not surprising that such things are stated in Soviet publications. That is to be ex- 
pected. What is important to us is that once statements are made in Soviet publications, they 
are taken over and restated — and acted on by Reds and fellow travellers in the United States. 
After noting the views of Hungarian delegate Pal Racz, we can expect these statements will be 
the major themes of the "explanatory work" the Reds expect to do among Hungarian refugees in 
the United States and elsewhere. 


What do the Reds gain from all this? Many of the refugees are skilled workers and 
professional people. Their loss to the Reds represents a loss in economic production needed to 
make the Communist Empire stronger. The Reds want such people back. 


More important is the question of world politics. Refugees, still with close and immedi- 
ate ties still inside Hungary, could influence Hungary to continue its move toward national 
independence from Moscow domination. So the Reds must identify them as "anti-Socialists" and 
"reactionaries" — enemies to the people of Hungary. 


Emigree and refugee groups also pose a vital threat to continued Red control over all of 
the other oppressed peoples in the Communist Empire and influence over misled "neutralist" 
countries. If the Reds can't get the refugees to return, they must at least try to wreck their 
morale, keep them disorganized, and discredit their motives. 


The fight in the streets of Hungary and the flight to freedom required great courage. 
But if the heroes of Hungary are to hold onto their freedom, they must continue to fight against 
a deluge of soft appeals to return home, blackmail for protection of relatives in Hungary, and 
efforts to silence their disclosure of conditions of life under Red tyranny. 


How Some Americans Are Helping 


They are helping the Hungarian refugees materially and giving them a favorable im- 
pression of life in the free world. They are encouraging refugees to explain the cruelties of 
Red tyranny and the benefits of freedom not only to those still inside the Communist Empire, but 
to everyone throughout Asia, Africa and Europe. 


THE MOSCOW LINE FOR "NATIONAL" COMMUNIST PARTIES 


Here in the United States we do not expect to read of a Moscow Communist Party leader 
addressing a rally of Communists in New York or in Washington, D. C. 


Yet, such scenes are not unusual in countries like France and Italy which harbor fairly 
large Communist Parties. And top Red leaders get their views across to Reds in New York and 
elsewhere throughout the U. S. and the world by addressing Party groups in France and Italy. 


This technique was used in December by Mrs. Ekaterina Furtseva, First Secretary of the 
Moscow Communisty Party, and a close associate of Party Boss Nikita Khrushchev. On December 
9, 1956, Furtseva spoke at a Communist Party Congress outside of Rome. 


Leading the Masses 


She complimented the Italian Reds on achievements which Moscow approves. For example, 
she said: "The Italian Communists have accumulated an extensive and valuable experience of 
work in the masses, have learned not to lead the masses, have developed the ability to learn from 
the masses, to collect and generalize their views and aspirations, to verify and amend their 
slogans in the course of practical activities, and to mobilize for the struggle for the satisfaction 
of their demands and for socialism. ..The Italian Communists are struggling with perseverence for 
the unity of action of the two workers' parties — the Communist and the Socialist Parties". 
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In this paragraph, Furtseva outlined what Moscow expects all national Communist Parties 
to do. It is not surprising that U. S. Reds today are revising their tactics in an effort to "learn 
how to lead the masses...for socialism". (Communists have not abandoned the fundamental 
Marxist belief that their Parties must lead the masses, but Furtseva emphasizes the new line that 
in order to lead the masses they must learn from them how to improve their tactics and strategy. 
This is what she meant when she complimented Italian Communists for learning "not [emphasis 
added | to lead the masses" .) 


In Furtseva's view, success of the Communist movement depends upon close cooperation 
of Parties throughout the world. "The ties between the Communist Parties, the exchange of 
experience and mutual systems...will become ever closer," she said. "This, of course, does 
not exclude different forms of these ties and contacts as they are determined by the parties 
themselves and by the conditions in which parties work". 


In other words, while there may be local differences in the various Communist Parties, 
Moscow holds that all owe their allegience to a common leadership and will direct their tactics 
toward achieving “basic Marxist-Leninist provisions on the political rule of the working class 
and its leading role as a vanguard". 


The Moscow line for Reds in the U. S. and throughout the Free world is “to raise still 
higher the glorious Marxist banner of proletarian internationalism. .and rally closer their 
ranks...for the victory of peace, democracy and socialism". Without question, in the view of 
this top Communist leader, the international was, is and will continue to be directed from 
Moscow. 


TOUGH IDEOLOGICAL WARFARE PROMISED FOR 1957 


What does 1957 hold in store for the world? According to the December 18 issue of 
"Pravda" the year will see a sharp upturn in the struggle between the ideas of freedom and 
Communism, 


Since Communists like to talk in terms of Marxist-Leninist cliches, they do not use terms 
such as "ideas of freedom". Instead, they say, “reaction is launching fierce attacks on Com- 
munist Parties and is striving by every means to split the international Communist movement". 
But it means the same thing. 


What has the Reds worried is that for the first time they realize that the war of ideas is 
taking place not only in Africa, Asia and the Middle East. It is also taking place inside the 
satellites and inside the Soviet Union itself. 


Remember the pictures of workers fighting against Soviet tanks in the streets of 
Budapest? These men and women were fighting for their ideas of freedom, for their ideas of 
what life could be like if Red tyranny is wiped out. 


While street fighting is not part of ideological war, it is an extreme physical expression 
of a difference of ideas. Street fighting, strikes, slow-downs, passive resistance take place 
after persuasion fails and groups with different ideas set out to force their opponents to submit 
or to compromise. 


Reds Vow "No Compromise" 


That is the picture the editor of "PRAVDA" had in mind when he wrote: "The black 
forces of reaction are striving to use the events in Hungary for a new attack on Communism, for 
slandering the Communist movement, causing disarray in its ranks, and influencing unstable, 
wavering elements which had joined the movement at one time". 








Any concessions, great or small, to the "ideology of reaction" -- ideas of private 
property, free discussion, free representative government, free enterprise -- weaken the Com- 
munist side, the "PRAVDA" editors warned. They added: "Those who proclaim that they are 
supporters of Communism cannot, of course, take up some kind of intermediate position in the 
struggle which has developed. ..Such is the inexorable logic of the class struggle". 


All this talk about ideas is more than theory to Communists. They already have mounted 
on a counter-attack to weaken our ability to wage idealogical warfare. 


The attack was made by V. V. Kuznetsov, head of the Soviet delegation to the United 
Nations. Ina letter to the President of the United Nations on December 12 Kuznetsov asked 
that the UN investigate "interference of the United States in the domestic affairs of the 
People's Democracies and its subversive activities against these states". 


Reds Accuse Us of "Subversive Activities" 


In support of this demand Kuznetsov stated: "Hostile activities of the United States are 
directed against Albania, Bulgaria, Hungary, Poland, Rumania, the Soviet Union, and 
Czechoslovakia, and are designed to undermine the political system freely chosen by the peoples 
of these countries . 


"The subversive activities and interference by the United States in the domestic affairs 
of other countries is carried on in the most diverse forms, namely: 


"The mass dispatch from abroad of agents specially trained to organize the conduct of a 
large scale of sabotage and espionage within the socialist countries; 


"The annual appropriations by the U. S. Congress of special funds for the financing of 
subversive organizations and sabotage groups, both in the territories of socialist states and out- 
side their territories, to fight against the system existing in those countries; 


"Inciting activities by American radio stations in Western Europe, including the Radio 
‘Free Europe’; 


"The launching by Americans into the air space of the USSR and the People's Democ- 
racies of balloons with printed matter containing calls for uprising, sabotage, and subversion in 
these countries; 


"All kinds of appeals and messages to the peoples of the socialist countries by 
responsible statesmen of the United States urging the overthrow of the political and economic 
system of these countries..." 


Then Kuznetsov has the nerve to charge "the hostile activities of the United States 
against the socialist countries flagrantly violate the UN Charter and are incompatible with 
the principles upon which member countries of the United Nations should base their relations 
with other countries". 


Reds are Hypocrites 


Of course, Communists are hypocrites, saying one thing and doing another. For if they 
are making a really serious charge, let them first prove the governments in these satellites are 
"freely chosen by the people" by holding free elections; let them write off the Communist 
Parties they maintain in nearly every free country of the world; let them write off the international 
front groups, such as the World Peace Congress, World Federation of Trade Unions, World Feder- 
ra of — Youth, and so on, which try to influence domestic events inside every country 
of the world. 





Yet, while the Communists are hypocrites, their charge in the UN cannot be taken 
lightly. They aim to cripple every means we have for telling people in the Communist Empire 
about free life outside. These means of communication are what the Reds want to shut down, 
because people's eyes are being opened to the inhumanity and deceit of Communism, and to the 
benefits of individual freedom. Every means of telling the story of freedom to the peoples of 
the world must not only be defended against Communist attack, they must be strengthened to 
ultimately defeat Communist tyranny. 


WHO'S RUNNING THE EMPIRE? 


When Mikhail G. Pervukhin replaced Maxim Z. Saburov as chief of Soviet economic 
planning on December 25, there was speculation that the Soviet economy was in trouble. It 
now appears that shifting power in the Kremlin is also involved. 


Prior to announcement of the change the Party's Central Committee had condemned 


"scattering" available funds over too many economic projects and called for a cut back in 
capital investments. 


When Pervukhin's "promotion" was announced, the Central Committee also gave him 
added powers: 1) to assume operative functions, as well as planning functions, in handling 
current economic problems; 2) to be responsible for insuring material resources needed to fulfill 
the Kremlin's plans; 3) to introduce into industry the achievements of science; and, 4) to 
coordinate economic activities among the various regions of the country. 


A change of this importance is more than a sign that the Soviet economy needs over- 
hauling. It is also a sign that new forces are moving into positions of power inside the Soviet 
Communist leadership. For basic changes in Party line almost always are accompanied by shifts 
in top political power. 


Malenkov's Star Rising 
Who is the rising power? The indications point to Georgi Malenkov. 


The current changes in the field of economics are very much in line with Malenkov's 
statements on August 9, 1953, when he was Soviet Premier. Malenkov then urged improving the 
administration of enterprises, boosting labor productivity by faster introduction of scientific 
discoveries, raising the productivity of factories and mines, and closer control over putting 
economic plans into actual operation. 


These, essentially, are the specific directives just given to Mikhail Pervukhin who 
first rose to power when Malenkov was running Party affairs. Interestingly, too, the Party's 
Central Committee has given Pervukhin six high-powered assistants — Aleksei N. Kosygin, an 
expert in consumer goods; Vyacheslav A. Malyshev, an expert in machine building atomic weap- 
ons manufacture and modern technology; Mikhail V. Krunichev, a specialist on the aviation 
industry; Vladimir A. Kucherenko, head of the State Committee for Construction; Vladimir V. 
Matskevich, Minister of Agriculture; and Ivan A. Benediktov, Minister of State Farms. 


Economic Planners "Friend" 





Never before has so much top Communist Party brass been assigned to guide the Soviet 
economy nor has so much power ever before been assigned to the top economic planning group. 
In the past at least five of the seven men on the planning have been fairly closely identified 
with Malenkov - Kosygin, Malyshev, Krunichev, Benediktov, and Pervukhin. 


The ranking of Kosygin and Malyshev as First Deputy Chairman of the national planning 
agency indicate greater efforts in producing consumer goods and in introducing improved 
technology in all phases of the Soviet economy — both consistently urged by Georgi Malenkov. 
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In politics, too, Malenkov has been more active since the Hungarian revolts than 
any other time since he resigned as Soviet Premier. He was in Budapest with Mikhail Suslov, 
who is reported to agree with Malenkov on many issues, soon after Janos Kadar was made 
Hungarian Party head. Malenkov also accompanied Party Boss Nikita Khrushchev to Budapest 
early in January to strengthen Party control over Hungary. 


Malenkov was a co-founder of the Cominform which until recently guided the activities 
of all Communist Parties outside the Soviet Union.” He also was an advocate of closer ties with 
"national" Parties — ties which Khrushchev's drunken blustering has done much to weaken. 


What does all this mean? Primarily, that the Communist Empire is ruled by a com- 
mittee in which the dominating power can shift from one man to another. Secondarily, that 
the Soviet Communists now are tending more toward Malenkov's idea of strengthening control 
inside the Communist Empire, and more toward defensive measures against "reactionary" 
attacks. This may also mean that the task of "national" parties, such as the Communist Party, 
U.S. A., will shift back towards defense of the Soviet Union as the primary assignment, and 
promotion of socialism as a secondary assignment — a shift from the openly aggressive policy 


of Khruschev. 
BACKGROUND INFORMATION ON HUNGARY 


By the time of Stalin's death in 1953, a series of deportations and purges plus 
starvation living conditions had brought Hungary to a state of terror. Following that there 
was a slightly freer period from 1953 to March 1955 under Georgi Malenkov. Then there was a 
brief period of harsh control when Nikita Khrushchev first rose to a dominant position which 
changed again after Khrushchev approved the independent path taken by Marshal Tito of 
Yugoslavia. 


Publicly, the Reds are blaming the Hungarian uprisings on Uncle Sam. But the facts 
argue against their claims. The total blame for the hate the Hungarian people have expressed 
toward Communist tyranny rests upon the shoulders of the top Red leaders in Moscow and in 
Budapest. We should let no opportunity to tell this story of Party oppression and basic disregard 
for the needs of human beings pass us by. 
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